Slovene historiography lived through the fall of communism, the disintegration of Yugoslavia, and the independence of Slovenia without major turmoil. In 1992, Vasko Simoniti, historian of the then younger generation, published a controversial article in the central historical studies review, Zgodovinski casopis, in which he claimed that "as a rule historians [at the time of communism -P. V] did not politically expose themselves," and that historical research in Slovenia (as elsewhere in Yugoslavia) after WW II was "rather one-sided and (politically) controlled." I But Bogo Grafenauer, one of the "fathers" of contemporary Slovene historiography, firmly rebuked him and in an extensive reply tried to prove that in their research, in spite of pressures, historians had always followed professional standards fairly autonomously, and so the political change and democratic reforms of 1991 did not represent a specific turning point for them.
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. , narrowing of the historical horizon was an extremely one-sided and deformed image of the Slovene and South-Slav past.
Grafenauer and Simoniti thus diverged mainly in the evaluation of the shared guilt and responsibility of historians for the aforementioned condition. While Simoniti claimed that, after 1970 in particular, Slovene historians excessively subordinated themselves to the wishes and requests of communist policy, Grafenauer objected that they persistently resisted the pressures and tried to maintain a high professional level in the treatment of the recent as well as the more distant past; he himself was supposed to be an example of such attitude, although he could not change the political situation and research conditions. The discussion, hardly begun, thus halted. In the following years a few critical analyses of Slovene historiography after WW II were published, but mostly abroad.
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In 1994, a spe.cial poll on Slovene history and historiography was also organized by the magazine Nasi Razg/edi: its conclusion was that "nothing much happened" to Slovene historiography during communist times, because what had happened was only what had been happening to the Slovene intelligentsia traditionally from the end of the nineteenth century on. From the origin of Slovene national parties and from the polarization of Slovene territory into opposing ideological camps, the Slovene intelligentsia rather easily and emotionally fell under the influence of various ideological and political groups that tried to catch it (more or less successfully) in their party nets. In this light, the world after 1945 was a continuation of the history that had started before, except that there was much less choice in the extremely constricted communist political space. Independent individuals who refused to be involved in parties or ideology were even after 1945 looked upon as eccentrics who could not count on either institutional or professional support, and as a result found it hard to avoid political difficulties. studies in Western Europe, criticism of traditional directions of historiography at home and aggravated political conditions in Yugoslavia, important changes occurred in Slovene historiography as early as the mid eighties. Following the example of Western European, particularly French and German authors, some, mostly younger scholars directed themselves to the study of less researched or un-researched social and cultural-historical topics, while others engaged in the interpretation of the recent and distant past (from the Middle Ages to the most recent history) in a politically, ideologically, and nationally more open and relaxed way than previous generations. Among the first forerunners of the new era were researchers of Roman Catholic ecclesiastical history and Christianity. Already in 1986, Rajko Bratoz had published a historical outline of the Christianization and ecclesiastical organization in Roman times of subsequently Slovene territory,S and thereby laid an important foundation for a synthetic History of the Church in Slovenia, published in Ljubljan'a in 1991 6 • In 1989, Slovenska matica organized the first of two symposiums on the role of the Roman Catholic Church in Slovene cultural and political life/ which highlighted the great importance of the clergy and church in Slovene national development. In the same year, a monograph by France M. Dolinar on the historical formation of Slovene Ecclesiastical Province was also published, the author of which perhaps deserves most credit for the reinstatement of church history as an equal branch of Slovene historiography. 
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At the end of the 1980s and the beginning of the 1990s, the start of a new era in the writing of Slovene history was clearly marked by young researchers of the WW II and of the post-war, communist periods.
In 1992, lera Vodusek Staric's Seizure of Power (Prevzem oblasti 1944 (Prevzem oblasti -1946 was published in Ljubljana, which, even at the time when the author defended it as her doctoral thesis, caused disagreement and controversy. In it, Vodusek Staric comprehensively, in a broad Yugoslav context and with a precise analysis of the war-based Slovene political and juridical system, described the principal stages of the communist seizure of power, and also extensively dwelt on the communists' reckoning with ' real or presumed opponents, mass exterminations, and political trials. Her work, which was the first comprehensive and politically unburdened presentation of Slovene political conditions in the years 1944-46, encountered critical rejection by the public, as well as open expressions of approval and praise.
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It thus rather overshadowed other, equally innovative monographs, also dealing with the history of the post-was political authorities; for example, Ales Gabric's Slovene Cultural and Agitprop Policy 1945 -1952 , published in 1991 (its sequel, Socialist Cultural Revolution, Slovene Cultural Policy 1953 -1962 , was published in 1995 , and Bozo Repe's Liberalism in Slovenia, which appeared in 1992. Repe treated the policy of Stane Kavcic's government in the second half of the 1960s, and stated that the reformist plans of the communist "liberals" between 1967 and 1972 were the last attempt at modernization of Yugoslav communism. The three books had in common that they originated already in the 1980s and were very critical towards the communists and their policy.
At the beginning of the 1990s, and even after, the issue of the communist violence during and after WW II was in the focus of public attention, which is probably understandable. Issues of the disintegration of Yugoslavia and the causes of the tragic end of the Yugoslav federation, in contrast, aroused much less interest among Slovene historians, which was surprising enough. It is true that Slovene historiography, except for a rare exceptions, by tradition dealt mostly with national history but, at the same time, until the second half Of the 1980s it almost unanimously 9 The book was also positively evaluated by the author's colleagues in history after its publication, even by some of those who had criticized it before. The author received the highest Slovene scientific acknowledgment for her work, the state award for scientific achievements. He affirmed that the state of SHS was a confederation in which the Slovenes de facto maintained their national independence. This statement triggered a few public doubts, but again, no in-depth professional discussion. Perovsek's earlier book, entitled Liberalism and the Slovene National Issue,13 which examines the national policy of the Slovene Liberal Party and intelligentsia during the first Yugoslavia and clearly demonstrates that it was the result of a simple calculation, is less problematic: the liberals were only significant politically if they joined with the Belgrade democrats; as soon as they lost , the support of Belgrade, they could no longer resist the overwhelming Catholic Party.
As is well known, the Catholic politicians also successfully lobbied in Belgrade, since during the Yugoslav Kingdom , Anton Korosec 1918 -1929 (Ljubljana: CankaIjeva zalozba, 1996 1918 -1929 (Ljubljana: Modrijan, 1996 .
. , was twelve times minister, twice deputy prime minister, and once (the only non-Serb) prime minister. However, historians studying the policy of the Slovene Catholic Party (SLS) after 1918 were more interested in its striving for autonomy than in its connections in Belgrade. In 1991, a new, eagerly awaited biography of Korosec was published, which unfortunately treated his life only until 1918. 14 Howeyer, Mirko Stiplovsek produced a much more in-depth presentation of the policy of the SLS and the extended autonomy of both Slovene regional governments (oblast) from 1927 to 1929, which, he argued, had a very beneficial influence on Slovene economic and cultural development in the first Yugoslavia. 15 Andrej Rahten also limited himself to an outline of Slovene Catholic policy only and researched the activities of the SLS deputies in the Belgrade Assembly in the 1920s.
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The only original Slovene outline of the history of the two Yugoslavias was thus published in 1995 by Joze Pirjevec, who, as a Slovene from Trieste, typically observed Yugoslavia more from outside than from inside. PiIjevec did not doubt the long-term Slovene allegiance to Yugoslavia, but he presented Yugoslavia as an explicitly controversial formation, more prone to division than to cohesion from the very start. Although critical towards communism and particularly towards Kardelj's fantasies, which peaked in the constitution of 1974 and in the Associated Labor Act two years later, he was persuaded that Yugoslavia was blown apart by Serbian nationalism, headed by Slobodan Milosevic. The book received favorable criticism in Slovenia, and sold well, but it did not provoke any professional discussion and even less a wish.to follow it. The second comprehensive book Pirjevec wrote, on "the Yugoslav wars" (1991) (1992) (1993) (1994) (1995) (1996) (1997) (1998) (1999) (2000) (2001) . , It received favorable reviews but attracted no particular public and professional attention. 17
The impression that there was no further Slovene interest in events in the former Yugoslavia during the 1990s and the bloody wars in Croatia and Bosnia-Herzegovina would ,naturally be false. However, as far as history is concerned, the main topic for a segment of the public and for the new political parties was the "Slovene reconciliation," which, as viewed by those who most eagerly called for it, was not possible until facts about the communist terror and the real causes of the fratricidal conflict during WW II, followed by mass exterminations of the communists' opponents, were precisely known. Demands for a re-interpretation of the history of WW II in Slovenia and of post-war communist policy greatly split public opinion, while a flow of criticism was directed towards the historians supposed to be particularly responsible for the one-sided and distorted historical presentation of recent Slovene history.I8 This criticism was only partly justified. As early as in the 1970s and 1980s, historians were not completely unanimous in their descriptions and evaluations of the developments during WW II; in the second half of the 1980s and at the beginning of the 1990s they actually and visibly diverged.
Among the first to engage in systematic research of the anticommunist and anti-partisan camp was Boris Mlakar, who published several papers and a book in the 1980s on the Home Guards in the Slovene littoral. I9 Mlakar maintained that the ruthless civil conflict and the collaboration in Slovenia were not merely consequences of the middle class parties' inconstancy and anti-communism, but of communist radicalism as well. In 1991, at the convention marking the fiftieth anniversary of the founding of the Liberation Front, Bojan Godesa persuasively demonstrated that the Communist Party in 1941, In the mid 1980s, the bibliography of the national liberation struggle, the Liberation Front, and the partisan movement in Slovenia numbered more than 50,000 units, although with memorial works and publications prevailing, and far fewer expert works, based on sources. After Metod Mikuz, research of partisan resistance was comprehensively elaborated by Tone Ferenc, and authors such as Mirko Stiplovsek, Ivan Kriznar, Zdravko Kianjscek and Milan Zevart.
Boris Mlakar, Domobranstvo na Primorskem (Ljubljana: Borec, 1982 The reinterpretation of the prevailing historical picture of WW II still has its opponents in Slovenia. A frequent objection is that such "revision" tries to reduce the importance of the anti-fascist and antioccupier struggle, and to burden the communists with exclusive blame for the collaboration and the civil war. This criticism, however, is without foundation. With the exception of few individuals who ascribe complete responsibility for the Slovene wartime internal conflict to the communists, other researchers try to show primarily that political conditions during WW II were much more complex than presented so far. Although there are substantial interpretive differences, they may be generally summed up in the following: The development of war incidents on Slovene territory, which led to the fratricidal conflict and communist revolution during WW II, was rooted in the lack of democratic traditions among Slovenes and in the pre-war political and ideological divisions in Slovene politics. Thus, in 1941, the dominant pre-war political parties underestimated the population's spirit of resistance and lost the initiative in organizing against the occupiers. This is precisely how the rapid . ,
• success of the originally little more than one thousand-strong communists, who organized mass resistance and turned it into a revolution, can be interpreted and understood. The civil war that broke out simultaneously was ideologically for the most part a result of the conflict between two authoritative and exclusive conceptions between Bolshevik communism and Catholic clericalism. This was the more tragic because both camps, one supporting the Liberation Front and the other opposing it, trusted in an Allied victory and sought contacts with them, while the circle of sympathizers of Nazi Germany and Fascist Italy, in spite of fairly numerous collaborators, was negligible. The price of the ruthless Slovene internal ideological and political reckoning was extremely high. According to the latest research of the victims ofWW II, more than 90,000 people lost their lives in Slovenia from 1941 to 1946, which is at least by 25,000 more than previously estimated. 28 Public discussion of the events during and after WW II is yet today filled with emotion, while history mostly serves as an argument for the confirmation of current political views. Boris Mlakar wittily compared such a situation to a self-service store in which everybody takes from the past only what he needs.
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In this respect, it is characteristic that there is much less interest in the reinterpretation of other historical periods, although these have also been subject to profound "revision" since 1990. Such is the case, for example, with the Middle Ages. Peter The study of attitudes towards life and death in the past is also a completely new topic for Slovene historiography. An innovative book on this subject was published in 1996 by Marta Verginella. She studied the testaments in the Slovene countryside around Trieste and revealed a substantial shift from the initially strictly spiritual to a more concrete experience of basic existential issues in the course of the nineteenth century.34
Research on the nineteenth century and its middle classes has continued to receive major attention. Socio-and historic-cultural studies less burdened with nationalism have produced altered evaluations of individual events and periods from 1800 to 1900 (for example, a lighter depiction of the period prior to the March revolutions of 1848, a more critical treatment of the Slovene national movement after 1861, a more Od viteza do gospoda (Ljubljana: Viharnik, 1994 Parliament (1897 Parliament ( -1914 , Andrej Rahten gave a rather new and synthetic picture of Slovene Catholic parliamentary politics before WW I; Petra Svoljsak systematically dedicated herself to completely new research of WW I in Slovenia. 36 The first precise research of the German political movement on Slovene territory, carried out for Styria and Carniola by Janez Cvirn and Dragan Math~, provides a contrast to heretofore one-sided historiography oriented to the Slovene national community only.37 However, study of the middle classes and the living culture in towns in the nineteenth century became a real hit in the 1990s. 38 Andrej Studen presented the housing and living culture of the middle classes in Carniola in numerous works, while Igor Grdina, in his outstanding, complex, and literary monograph, described the GermanSlovene middle-class dynasty of the Ipavec family, which originated in Styria. 39 The new social and cultural historical orientation is also typical The Slovene departure from Yugoslavia and the latter's disintegration was synthetically presented in a monograph by Bozo Repe,43 who observed that Slovene independence was a result of the Yugoslav government's inability to find a way out of the deep economic, social, and political crisis in which the Yugoslav Federation found itself in the 1980s and, simultaneously, of Serbian nationalism and the highly strained relations between Serbia and Slovenia by the end of the 1980s. Repe also stated that important, particularly economic foundations of independence had already been laid by communist politicians. This view gave rise to heavy protests by certain protagonists of Slovene independence and by representatives of the new parties established in 1990. Most researchers hold the position that the tendency for independence had a fairly small number of supporters in 1988 in Slovenia, and that the turning point in public opinion was reached only during the military judicial proceedings against Janez Jansa and his fellow v Jasna Fischer, Zarko Lazarevi6, and Joze Princic also published a review of the history of the economy on Slovene territory in English. See The Economic History of Slovenia, (1750 Slovenia, ( -1991 (Vrhnika: Razum, 1999) . 
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. , development logically and for several decades tended towards national independence has thus only been advocated by Janko Prunk in his work The Slovene National Rise (1992) .44 The book caused one of the rare public controversies in which a large number of historians participated. For the most part, they firmly rejected Prunk's thesis.
Critics reproach Slovene historiography for excessive fragmentation, lack of professional criticism, ethnocentricity, and especially researchers of the recent period also a teleological understanding of history.45 The reproach of fragmentation is certainly accurate, as focused group studies are fairly scarce, as are syntheses. The Illustrated History of Slovenes (1999) is not such a synthesis,46 since it consists of a number of enlarged encyclopaedia articles, while the new v history of Slovenes up to the eighteenth century, written by Peter Stih and Vasko Simoniti,47 so far remains without a head, as the part dealing with the nineteenth and twentieth centuries has not yet been published (for which the excessively slow author of this paper is responsible). The five-volume Chronicle of Slovene History encompasses the nineteenth and twentieth centuries and is an outstanding publishing achievement of Nova Revija. 48 The Chronicle is also exceptional for the fact that it is a product of a large team of authors and written in stories that particularly with the nineteenth century show a clear shift of researchers' interest from political to social and cultural history.
Claims that professional discussions and polemical criticism are practically non-existent in Slovene historiography are equally accurate. One of the rare such criticisms, which even resulted in a special monograph and a historical exhibition, was the writer (!) Drago Jancar's conceptually persuasive criticism of an exhibit on the Slovene twentieth century that lacked any mention of the communist terror during and after (Ljubljana: DIiavna zalozba Slovenija, 1992) . The principal reproach in this connection is that historical events are no longer evaluated on the basis of their actual nature and their placement in time, but from the point of view of "their final result." Janez Cvirn et at. l/usfrirana zgodovina slovencev (Ljubljana: Mladinska knjiga, 1999) . Slovenska zgodovina do razsvetljenstva (Celovec:. MohOIjeva druzba, 1995) . Slovenska kronika XX. stoletja, 1, 1900 -1941 , ed. Marjan Drnovsek et at. (1995 2, 1941 , ed. Marjan Drnovsek et at. (1996 ; Slovenska kronika XIX. stoletja 3, 1800-1861, ed. Janez Cvirn et at. (2001) 50 Lipuscek's extensive research into the archives and documents of a special group of American experts called the Inquiry reveals that American diplomatic advisors had as early as 1918 discussed the formation of not just one, but several South Slav states, among them Slovenia. Lipuscek is the first and until now sole researcher who has examined Slovene history and Yugoslav politics in the years 1919-20 with reference to American diplomatic sources and through the eyes of American diplomacy. Lipuscek discovered that American experts following WW I were aware that the new Yugoslav state would be a very unstable creation and for this reason considered the possibility that on the territory that became Yugoslavia there would arise independent countries: Serbia and Montenegro, Croatia, and Slovenia.
Slovenski narodni vzPon
While there were historians who have at least occasionally engaged in the study of post-1945 South Slav, Balkan, and Central European history, there are almost no such studies any longer. In one way it is surprising and difficult to understand that after 1990 Slovene researchers practically stopped dealing with Slovene relations with other Yugoslav nations in the past, although this subject should have been particularly interesting after the Slovene separation from Yugoslavia . 1945 -1990 (Ljubljana: Nova revija, 1998 . Ave Wilson: ZDA in prekrajanje Slovenije v Versaillesu 1919 -1920 (Ljubljana: Sophia, 2003 From what has been said above, it is clear that Slovene historians likewise cannot boast major historical publications in foreign languages. In this respect it is particularly obvious that there is no synthetic review of Slovene history in any of the major languages. Nevertheless, two very precious works in English by authors living outside Slovenia deserve particular mention here. The first is The Historical Dictionary of Slovenia (1996) 
